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DETAILED ACTION 
Claims 1-33 are pending in this action. 

i 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1-33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Evans 
et al., US 2002/0152294 A1, (hereinafter Evans). 

3. In regard to claim 1, Evans discloses: 

- 11 A method in a data processing system for executing and processing 
data in an object oriented environment, said method comprising the 
data processing system implemented steps of: defining a base class 
and a subclass within an object, said object defined within said object 
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oriented environment... 11 , (E.g., see Figure 15 & Page 1 & Paragraph 
[0010]), wherein the base class is the root class. 

- "...defining an attribute within said subclass; and storing, within said ' 
base class, attribute data defined for said attribute, wherein said 
attribute data is not stored within said subclass", (E.g., see Figure 14 
& Page 8, Paragraphs [0146H0150]), wherein it is inherent that 
subclasses may define attributes. Further, the data is stored in the 
MIB tables, which contain the values of the defined attributes of the 
subclasses. 

4. In regard to claim 2, the rejections of base claim 1 are incorporated. 
Furthermore, Evans discloses: 

- "... storing only within said base class said attribute data for said 
attribute", (E.g., see Figures 1 to 3 & Page 3, Paragraph [0049]), 
wherein the MIB is taught to be a data structure holding physical 
properties of data or attribute data and the Entity-MIB is the 
Information base or base class. 

5. In regard to claim 3, the rejections of base claim 1 are incorporated. 
Furthermore, Evans discloses: 

- "... defining a storage attribute within said base class; and storing 
within storage attribute said attribute data", (E.g., see Figures 1 to 3 & 
Page 3, Paragraph [0049]), wherein the MIB is taught to be a data 
structure holding physical properties of data or storage attribute and 
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the MIB is the Information base or base class. The routing tables are 
the attribute data stored in the storage structure. 

6. In regard to claim 4, the rejections of base claim 1 are incorporated. 
Furthermore, Evans discloses: 

- "...defining a second subclass, wherein said subclass is a superclass 
to said second subclass; defining a second attribute within said 
second subclass; and storing within said base class second attribute 
data for said second attribute, wherein said second attribute data is not 
stored within said second subclass or said subclass", (E.g., see Figure 
14 & Page 9, Paragraphs [0150] & [0151]), wherein steps are given to 
provide for subclasses of super-classes and the extension of the table 
to represent the attributes of the sub-classes. 

7. In regard to claim 5, the rejections of base claim 4 are incorporated. 
Furthermore, Evans discloses: 

- "...and said second attribute data", (E.g., see Figure 14 & Page 8, 
Paragraph [0150]), wherein table extensions are generated for sub- 
classes. 

8. In regard to claim 6, the rejections of base claim 5 are incorporated. 
Furthermore, Evans discloses: 

- "... defining a first index for and associating it with said attribute; 
defining a second index for and associating it with said second 
attribute] storing within said storage attribute said attribute data with 
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said first index; and storing within said storage attribute said second 
attribute data with said second index", (E.g., see Figure 9 & Page 5, 
Paragraph [0068]), wherein a first and second index are shown for 
multiple attributes and the container holds the attributes data. 

9. In regard to claim 7, the rejections of base claim 1 are incorporated. 
Furthermore, Evans discloses: 

- "... defining an index for and associating it with said attribute; and 
storing within said base class said attribute data for said attribute with 
said index", (E.g., see Figure 8 & Page 5, Paragraph [0066]), wherein 
the entity MIB is the base class which, stores the attribute data with the 
index. 

10. In regard to claim 8, the rejections of base claim 7 are incorporated. 
Furthermore, Evans discloses: 

- "...defining a method that needs to act on all attribute data of an object; 
and defining said method only for said base class, wherein said 
method acts on attribute data stored in said storage attribute.", (E.g., 
see Figure 5 & Page 4, Paragraph [0054]), wherein the method is the 
operations the operator performs on the attribute data stored in the 
MIB. 

11. In regard to claim 9, the rejections of base claim 7 are incorporated. 
Furthermore, Evans discloses: 
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- "... defining a write object method to write all object attribute data; and 
defining said method only for said base class, wherein said method will 
write all data stored in said storage attribute", (E.g., see Figure 5 & 
page 4, Paragraph [0054]), wherein the write method is defined as one 
of the operations the operator performs on the attribute data stored in 
the MIB. Furthermore, it is inherent in object-oriented programming 
that a method defined in a base class, which is desired to be available 
in all subclasses, need not be defined again in any subclass as one of 
the principals of object-oriented languages is to inherit logic operations 
from super-classes. 

12. In regard to claim 10, the rejections of base claim 1 are incorporated. 
Furthermore, Evans discloses: 

- "... defining a method that needs to act on all attribute data of an object; 
and defining said method only for said base class, wherein said 
method acts on said attribute data", (E.g., see Figure 5 & page 4, 
Paragraph [0054]), wherein the method is the operations the operator 
performs on the attribute data stored in the MIB. Furthermore, it is 
inherent in object-oriented programming that a method defined in a 
base class, which is desired to be available in all subclasses, need not 
be defined again in any subclass; as one of the principals of object- 
oriented languages is to inherit logic operations from super-classes. 
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13. In regard to claim 11, the rejections of base claim 1 are incorporated. 
Furthermore, Evans discloses: 

- "...said base class being a superclass of said object", (E.g., see Figure 
14 & page 8, Paragraphs [0146]-[01 51]), wherein the root class is the 
base class. Additionally, it is inherent that a root class that includes a 
subclass is a super-class. 

14. Claims 12-22 and 23-33 are system and product versions respectively of the 
method disclosed in claims 1-11. Thus, the limitations of claims 12-22 and 23-33 are 
met as disclosed in claims 1-11 above. 

Conclusion 

1 5. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

- Segal etal., US00541 8961 A 

- Dechamboux, US006052528A 

- Hattori et al., US006539388B1 

- Leong et al., US006772172B2 

- Leonhardt et al., US 200201 88592A1 

- Kassabgi et al., US006003037A 

- Golde, US006230159B1 

- Ball etal., US006138269A . 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to John J Romano whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
3872. The examiner can normally be reached on 8-5:30, M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Tuan Q Dam can be reached on (571) 272-3695. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




